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1911 King Edward's view that the Royal prerogative could not be
ge exercised to settle the relations of the two Houses on the strength
of the Budget election of January 1910. 'But he was clear that
if a second election took place, it must be under conditions which
made it decisive, and that could only be, if he was assured in advance
that the Royal prerogative would be exercised if the Lords resisted
the decision given at the polls. There would presumably have
been no difficulty about this, if King Edward had lived. When
the King said that "he would not be justified in creating new
Peers until after a second election/' he must have meant that he
would be ready to create new Peers, if the second election were
held and it gave the required result. There is evidence that Asquith
was prepared to consider a referendum1 as an alternative to a second
election, but that too must have been governed by the condition that
the result should be accepted as decisive by the House of Lords,
re
The death of King Edward broke the course of events, and
Asquith then made an effort to reach a settlement by conference,
thus exhausting the last of the possibilities. When this failed,
nothing remained but the second dissolution, subject to an under-
standing with the new King that, as he had said in his statement
to the House of Commons on 14th April, " the judgment of the
1 Asqnith's considered opinion on the Boferendum may bo inferred from a letter
which ho wrote throo yoara later to Mr* St. Loe Strachey, who had sent him an
American book on the subject:
10 downing sxbsbkv
whitehall, S.W,
m February) 1912.
Mv deab stbachidy,
I have read with interest your letter of the 26th ultimo, and I have glanced
over the book by Mr. Honey on tho Beferenduni which you enclosed.
I do not think* however, that the facts put forward there are strong enough to
support you* argument. The " appeal to the people " in the various states of the
American union is, in reality, confined to questions of state interest* Mr, Honey
expressly declares it beyond the scope of his work to discuss why the principle of
the direct voto of the people is inapplicable to changes in the federal constitution.
A discussion of the difficulties centred on this point would, I think, show grave
reasons for not applying a device effective enough for simple and provincial com-
munities, such as the States of New England were in 1776, to the far more elaborate
conditions of our country to-day*
£ need scarcely add that we differ in our estimates of the power of veto still
possessed by the House of Lords.
The contrast is very striking between the numbers of those who take the trouble
to vote either way on the Referendum, and of those who go to the poll on an election
of representatives.
Many thanks for the book*
youth sincerely,    	
H. H* AflQUTTH.

